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The  House  having  under  consideration  the  report  from  the  select  committee 
of  thirty-three,  Mr.  RUST  said  : 

Mr.  Speaker:  Having  been  a  member  of  that  committee  whose  report  is 
now  before  the  House  for  consideration,  I  have  sought  the  floor  for  the  purpose 
of  announcing  to  this  House  and  to  the  country — or,  at  least,  to  that  portion 
of  the  country  and  people  whom  I  represent  here — the  conclusions  to  which  I 
have  been  driven  in  regard  to  the  designs  of  that  party  which,  in  a  few  short 
weeks,  will  have  control  of  all  the  departments  of  this  Government.  I  shall 
occupy  but  a  small  portion  of  the  time  to  which  I  am  entitled;  because,  in  the 
first  place,  several  of  the  important  questions  which  are  relevent  to  this  debate 
have  been  very  fully  and  more  ably  discussed,  in  this  and  in  the  other  end  of 
the  Capitol,  than  I  could  do;  and,  in  the  next  place,  because  I  shall  not  con- 
tinue to  speak  after  having  concluded  what  I  have  to  say. 

In  accepting  a  place  upon  that  committee,  I  did  it  in  defiance  of  the  advice, 
the  opinions,  the  sneers,  and  the  criticisms  of  gentlemen  representing  the  same 
section  and  the  same  interests  as  myself.  I  listened  only  to  the  dictates  of  duty 
and  patriotism.  I  found  ample  justification  for  my  conduct  in  the  conscious- 
ness of  disinterested  and  patriotic  motives,  and  did  not  seek  for  it  elsewhere. 

In  entering  upon  the  discharge  of  the  duties  devolving  upon  me  as  a  mem- 
ber of  that  committee,  I  discarded  all  personal,  all  party  considerations.  In- 
deed, sir,  I  feel  that  1  now  have  no  party  ;  and  I  fear  that  the  time  is  not  far 
distant  when  1  shall  not  know  what  to  claim  as  my  country.  I  repressed 
what  I  knew  my  constituents  would  regard  as  loyal  impulses;  I  curbed  and 
subdued  what  I  have  long  known  and  acknowledged  to  be  a  too  impetuous  tem- 
per. I  was  actuated  by  a  sincere  and  earnest  desire  to  extricate  the  country 
from  the  imminent  and  appalling  dangers  that  are  impending  over  it,  by  the 
adoption  of  such  measures  as  would  give  peace,  safety,  and  confidence — in  the 
just  and  friendlj'  intentions  of  the  incoming  Administration — to  the  weaker 
section  of  the  Confederacy  without  so  much  as  wounding  the  most  delicate 
sensibilities,  or  offending  the  pride  of  opinion  even  of  the  stronger.  I  believe 
that  every  member  of  the  minority  of  that  committee  was  inspired  by  the 
same  sentiments  and  the  same  purposes;  but  I  regret  to  say  they  were  met  by 
the  manifestation  of  no  corresponding  spirit  upon  the  part  of  the  majority  of 
the  committee. 

Now,  Mr,  Speaker,  I  propose  briefly  to  review  the  action  of  the  majority  of 
the  committee;  and  in  so  doing,  while  I  shall  speak  with  all  respect  to  the 
gentlemen  who  composed  it,  I  shall,  at  the  same  time,  speak  with  all  the  frank- 
ness and  unreserve  which  the  importance  of  the  occasion  and  the  great  inter- 
ests involved  demand.  After  five  or  six  weeks  of  labor,  Avhat  a  miserable 
abortion  it  has  brought  forth!  Its  conclusions,  "lame  and  impotent"  as  they 
are,  can  claim  no  paternity.  These  political  foundlings,  so  far  from  having 
been  recognized  as  the  legitimate  offspring  of  a  majority  of  that  committee, 
would,  I  believe,  be  repudiated  if  laid  at  the  door  of  a  single  member  of  it. 
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From  the  first  day  of  its  sessions  to  the  last,  its  proceedings  were  tlie  merest 
sham,  an  insult  and  a  mockery  to  those  southern  friends  of  the  Union  who 
hoped  and  expected  anything  from  its  deliberations. 

Constituted  as  it  was,  it  could  not  well  have  been  otherwise.  Cast  your  eye 
over  the  elements  of  which  it  was  composed,  and  it  will  be  obvious  that  none 
but  the  most  sanguine  and  credulous  minds  could  have  Imped  for  any  success- 
ful lolution  of  the  questions  committed  to  its  charge.  From  the  southern 
States  of  the  Union  the  most  temperate,  the  most  moderate,  the  most  conserva- 
tive, the  most  forbearing  gentlemen  were  appointed  on  that  committee.  From 
the  State  of  Arkansas,  myself,  sir,  who  am  stigmatized  at  home  as  a  "submis- 
sionist."  From  other  southern  states  were  appointed  gentlemen  quite  as  ob- 
noxious to  that,  charge  as  I  am,  and  still  others  who  are  suspected  and  accused 
and  denounced  for  entertaining  Abolition  and  Republican  sympathies  and  pro- 
clivities by  their  own  constituents.  From  the  great  North,  the  Representa- 
tives of  that  party,  the  success  of  which  in  the  last  canvass  has  given  rise  to 
all  these  discussions  and  all  these  troubles,  were  stern,  unbending,  uncompro- 
mising; whil  '.,  sir,  from  that  great  party  of  the  free  States,  bravely,  heroically 
conservative;  composed  of  true  and  loyal  men;  men  who  are  loyal  to  their 
States,  loyal  to  their  people,  loyal  to  all  of  their  constitutional  obligations  and 
duties,  as  they  are  to  the  Federal  Government ;  and  above  all,  loyal  to  those 
great  principles  of  equality  and  fraternity  upon  which  that  Federal  Govern* 
incut  was  based;  men  to  whom,  above  all  others,  the  country  looks  for  a  safe 
deliverance  in  this  the  hour  of  its  trials  and  danger — you  will  not  find  a  singla 
representative.     Such,  sir,  was  the  personnel  of  that  committee. 

I  do  not  mean,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  impute  any  blame  to  you  in  forming  it.  In 
performing  this,  as  other  official  duties,  1  believe  your  motives  have  been 
conscientious  and  patriotic;  but  I  will  say  that,  from  the  material  at  your  dis- 
posal, it  was  impossible  to  have  constructed  one  which  would  have  justified 
less  hope  of  a  beneficent  result.  On  the  one  hand  were  experienced,  able,  and 
zealous  representatives  of  the  Republican  party,  unyielding,  uncompromising, 
defiant,  and  menacing.  On  the  other  hand  were  southern  gentlemen  quite,  I 
am  willin  r  to  admit,  as  patriotic  as  I  claim  to  be,  whose  conduct  justified  the 
inference  that  if,  unfortunately,  no  terms  of  adjustment  could  be  adopted,  and 
the  advocates  of  the  policy  of  coercion  shall  attempt,  when  they  get  control  of 
the  powers  of  the  Federal  Government.,  to  execute  their  threats,  they  will  find, 
sir,  a  divide  1  South  ;  a  people  who,  whatever  differences  may  exist  among  them 
now,  will  not  be  united,  like  a  band  of  brothers,  to  defend  their  country, 
whether  right  or  wrong,  in  the  quarrel  in  which  she  may  be  involved,  to  the 
last  extremity,  against  any  assault,  any  aggression,  any  hostile  invasion  by  the 
Fedei.il  Government  or  from  any  other  quarter,  upon  what  pretext  soever  it 
may  be  made. 

I,  sir,  do  not  believe  in  the  legal,  constitutional  right  of  secession.  Uut  that 
i3  one  of  the  questions,  referred  to  in  the  outset  of  my  remarks,  which  1  did  not 
propose  to  discuss.  When  six  of  the  sovereign  States  of  this  Confederacy  have 
Withdrawn  their  allegiance  from  the  Federal  Government,  renounced  its  pro- 
tection and  defied  its  power,  it  is  unstatesmanlike,  it  is  idle,  it.  is  foolish  ,  more 
than  all  this,  sir,  it  is  criminal,  to  waste  Lime  in  discussing  their  right  to  do  so. 
They  have  done  so  in  the  exercise  of  aright  inherent ir  every  freeman — the  right 
to  resist  injustice;  to  avenge  and  retaliate  wrong;  to  repel  aggression  ;  the  right, 
above  and  superior  to  all  other  rights,  of  Belf-defence  and  self-preservation. 

li  the  men  who  will  in  a  little  while  hold,  for  good  or  for  evil,  the  destinies 
of  this  great  country  in  their  hands,  shall,  by  attempting  to  execute  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  in  any  oue  of  the  seceding  States,  plunge  the  country  into 
all  the  horror->  of  civil  war,  under  the  mistaken  belief  that  they  will  find  more 
than  one  will,  sentiment,  and  purpose  in  all  the  southern  States  opposed  to 
them  before  Gbd  and  my  country  I  heiieve  that  all  the  blood  that  shall  be 
shed  will  he  upon  the  heads  of  those  gentlemen  from  the  South,  in  Congress 
and  out  of  Congress,  who  have  betrayed  them  into  that  error. 

The  interests  of  the  Union,  of  peace,  of  humanity,  of  the  material  progress 
and  happiness  of  the  civilized  world,  forbid  that  any  southern  Slate  or  southern 
citizen  should  in  this  most  important  crisis  of  our  country's  history  occupy  an 
equivocal  position.  In  the  name  of  the  great,  interests,  and  the  thirty  million 
people,  of  whom  we  are  the  Representatives,  I  entreat /ill  the  southern  States 
and  the  southern  people  to  unite  in  demanding  that  only  of  the  party  in  power 
which  it  would  be  honorable  and  graceful  and  patriotic  in  them  to  concede — 


effective,  undebatable,  irrepealable  guarantees  of  our  existing  constitutional 
rights,  and  immunity  for  the  future  against  that  mischievous  and  insane  agita- 
tion of  the  slavery  question,  which  has  been,  and.  always  will  be,  destructive 
alike  of  the  fraternal  and  kindly  relations  which  once  happily  did,  and  should 
now  and  hereafter,  exist  between  different  sections  of  the  same  political  com- 
munity, and  of  the  peace,  welfare,  and  prosperity  of  every  portion  of  thie 
Confederacy. 

Those  gentlemen  from  Virginia  and  Tennessee  who  have  within  the  last  few 
days  made  speeches  which  have  been  spread  broadcast  over  the  northern  State*, 
by  the  most  radical  members  of  the  Republican  party,  as  evidence  of  the  public 
sentiment  among  the  southern  people,  to  be  urged  as  argument  in  justification 
of  the  uncompromising  attitude  in  this  House  of  those  enemies  of  the  people 
and  domestic  institutions  of  the  South,  have  assumed  a  fearful  responsibility. 

I  know,  sir,  that  the  State  which  I  represent  in  part  upon  this  floor,  has 
been,  and  now  is,  as  conservative  and  loyal  to  the  Union,  as  any  one  of  the 
thirty-three  which  compose  it.  Her  people,  like  myself,  have  been  reluctant 
to  believe  that  the  crusade  which  has  been  waged  in  the  North",  against  an  in- 
stitution which  no  man  doubts  or  denies  her  right  to  maintain,  was  any  thing 
more  than  a  means  used  by  demagogues  to  get  into  power. 

But,  sir,  when  the  most  sagacious  and  prudent  leaders  of  the  party,  whose 
triumph  in  the  recent  canvass  so  excited  and  alarmed  the  southern  people,  re- 
fuse the  slightest  concessions  to  compose  this  excitement  and  avert  the  direful 
calamities  which  are  its  threatened  consequences,  Arkansas  no  longer  trusts  to 
the  justice  or  forbearance  of  that  party,  but  turns  to  her  own  strong  arm  for 
security.  She  looked  hopefully  to  this  Congress  for  some  assurance  from  the 
party  who  could  give  it,  that  the  powers  of  this  Government  were  not  soon  to 
be  perverted  to  the  overthrow  and  destruction  of  any  one  of  the  great  inter- 
ests which  it  was  established  to  protect.  She  has  received  none,  and  despairs 
of  receiving  any ;  and  her  people  are  as  unanimous  now,  in  the  absence  of 
guarantees  from  a  hostile  northern  majority7  to  respect  and  protect  her  rights, 
in  their  determination  to  withdraw  from  the  Union  as  they  were  only  a  few 
months  ago  to  adhere  to  and  maintain  it.  Having  become  convinced  of  the 
determined  purposes  of  the  Republican  party — that  is,  if  its  representative* 
upon  the  committee  of  thirty-three  and  upon  this  floor  are  the  representatives 
of  the  prevailing  sentiment  among  the  nor'hern  people — I  hope  they  are  not — 
they  are. animated  byT  but  one  sentiment  of  hostility  to  the  Government  to  be 
administered  by  that  party,  and  one  determination  to  unite  with  their  southern 
brethren  in  resisting  it. 

As  an  evidence  of  what  the  sentiment  with  reference  to  the  Union  has  been 
in  Arkansas,  and  the  revolution  that  has  taken  place  there  within  a  few  weeks 
past,  I  will  read  a  few  extracts  from  a  letter  I  have  just  received  from  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Legislature  of  (hat  State:  a  gentleman  of  fortune,  of  intelligence, 
of  character,  of  conservative  temper  and  principles;  a  man  who,  when  I  saw 
him  in  November  last,  was  as  good  a  Union  man  as  any  upon  this  floor;  who 
advocated,  with  much  zeal  and  great  ability,  in  the  last  presidential  canvass, 
the  claiit.sof  Judge  Douglas  to  the  Presidtncy,  and  the  great  principles  of  popular 
sovereignty,  upon  which  ihe  canvass  was  made.    That  gentleman  writes  me  thus: 

Little  Rock,  January  10,  16C1. 
*  *  *  ii  tiiC  most  conservative  have  now  abandoned  all  hop«  s  of  a  preservation  of  the 
Union ;  yet  we  are  willing  to  make  a  last  and  earnest  appeal  for  new  and  effectual  guarantees 
of  our  constitutional  rights.  You  would  be  astonished,  however,  to  learn  what  a  reaction 
has  occurred  in  the  Legislature  on  this  question  since  you  left  us."  *  *  *  "A  few  weeks 
since,  it  was  ■  Union'  or  disunion  ;  now  it  is,  what  sort  of  disunion?  Whether  by  separate 
Btate  secession  or  co-operation  ?  You  need  not  doubt  that  Arkansas  prefers  the  latter  mod», 
and  much  deplores  th«  necessity  which  drives  her  to  either." 

There,  sir,  is  a  fair  representation  of  the  at  present  prevailing  sentiment  in 
Arkansas.  She  does  much  deplore,  as  I  deplore,  the  necessity  which  drives  her 
to  any  mode  of  disunion.  But  when  that  necessity  is  forced  upon  her,  as  she 
has  been  tardy  and  deliberate  in  coming  to  a  conclusion,  she  will  hesitate  the 
less  with  regard  to  the  course  she  ought  to  pursue,  and  be  more  reckless  of  the 
consequences  to  which  it  may  lead.  No,  gentlemen!  look  for  no  divided 
counsels  or  lukewarm  allegiance  among  the  people  of  Arkansas  to  their  own 
State  government,  when  driven  to  the  sad  alternative  of  electing  between  dis- 
honoring and  ignominious  submission  to  a  relentless  northern  despotism,  forced 
upon  them  by  an  exclusive  northern  vote,  and  resistance  to  that  despotism  evwn 
to  self-immolation. 


Now,  sir,  to  return  to  the  point  to  which  I  intended  particularly  to  address 
if.  1  Un\  •  stated,  pr  have  intended  bo  state)  that  every  appeal  made  to  the 
majority  of  that  committee  by  southern  members  of  it  for  the  adoption  of  such 
measures — asking  nothing  which  would  involve  a  Baorrfioe  of  a  single  light  or 
interest  of  their  constituents — as  would  allay  the  agitation  and  excitement 
which  pervades  the  country,  and  restore  that  tranquility  and  prosperity  of 
which  it  has  been  so  destructive,  was  met  with  a  eold  and  stern  refusal  to  eon- 
cede  anything  or  adopt  anytueasure  involving  the  slightest  infraction  of  the 
creed  of  their  party.  1  staked  upon  the  committee — and  it  may  not  be  im- 
proper to  repeat  it  here — that  the  majority  of  the  committee  seemed  more  soli- 
citous to  provide  for  future  party  triumphs  than  to  preserve  the  present  peace 
of  the  country. 

Though  we  were  in  the  midst  of  revolution,  though  armed  host-  were  gather* 
ing  in  both  sections  of  the  Union,  ami  wc  expecting  every  moment  to  hear  the 
clash  of  arms,  the  battb  strife,  the  din  au>l  cry  of  war  ;  though  we  were  ex- 
pecting every  moment  to  have  borne  to  118  upon  the  lightning's  wing---  I  he  moan 
of  a  dying  fellow-citizen — no  matter  whether  from  the  North  or  Sooth,  still  yet 
a  fellow-citizen,  slain  by  his  brother's  hand — that  majority,  with  a  fidelity 
which  would  have  done  honor  to  it  in  a  better,  a  less  unholy  cause,  adhered  to 
the  "  Chicago  platform." 

The  only  inquiry,  when  a  proposition  was  made  for  peace,  for  conciliation,  to 
arrest,  this  unnatural  and  mutually  distinctive  strife,  was,  is  it  consistent  with 
the  Chicago  platform!  Consistency,  consistency  with  the  Chicago  platform, 
was  the  "priceless  jewel"'  which  that  pat  ty  seemed  willing  to  preserve  at  the  cost 
of  a  ruined  Government  and  a  ruined  people,  ot  a  ci  vil  war,  dragging  after  it  in 
its  train  such  sufferings  and  sacrifices  as  the  world's  history  furnishes  no  parallel 
to;  and  for  what?  An  opinion,  which,  if  their  leaders  arc  honest,  they  admit, 
as  1  shall  directly  show,  is  a  mere  abstraction;  and  is  of  no  practical  importance. 

I  want  to  impress  upon  this  House  and  the* country  that  the  Republican  party, 
as  represented  upon  the  committee  of  thirty-three,  was  unwilling  to  abate  one 
hair'.-  breadth,  one  jot  or  tittle  of  the  Chicago  platform  to  preserve  the  Union, 
or  to  avert  from  the  country  all  the  horrors  of  a  fratricidal  war-. 

I  appeal  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  committee  who  are  now  present  to  say  if 
one  of  them  voted  for  a  single  proposition  which  he  believed  to  infract  in  the 
slightest  degree  the  Chicago  platform.  No,  sir;  the  Constitution  of  the  Union, 
the  prosperity  and  welfare  of  the  Union,  the  lives  of  thousands  of  the  people, 
and  the  Union  itself,  they  seemed  willing  to  sacrifice  to  this  idol  of  .their  wor- 
ship, the  Chicago  platform. 

1  appeal  to  them  to  know  if  a  member  of  their  party  pr<  posed  or  voted  for, 
or  would  have  voted  for,  any  other  measure  of  accommodation  incompatible 
with  the  creed  of  their  party,  whose  interests  and  whose  continued  success 
they  seemed  to  hold  as  paramount  to  every  other  object. 

1  appeal  to  them  to  know  it  they  did  not  threaten  coercion,  force,  war  itself, 
if  the  South  would  not  acquiesce  in  such  measures  of  adjustment  as  were  in 
harmony  with  the  Chicago  platform.  "Ah,"  said  a  New  England  member, 
"you  may  talk  about  compromise,  but  when  you  speak  of  revolution,  there  is 
but  one  way  to  treat  it ;  that  is  >.ith  the  sword."  Such,  sir,  was  the  spirit 
manifested  by  the  majority  of  that  committee.  We  ask  for  a  compromise  and 
an  adjustment  of  our  difficulties,  fair  and  honorable  to  all  parties,  or  a  peaceful 
separation  and  equitable  division  of  our  common  property.  They  offer  to  us 
war.  We  ask  for  the  olive  branch,  and  they  tender  the  sword.  If  these  men 
trul v  represent  the  northern  people,  there  is  but  one  course  which  honor  and 
ordinary  pride  and  self  respect  leave  the  South  to  pursue. 

The  gentleman  from  .Massachusetts,  in  his  separate  report,  uses  this  language : 

"  He  endeavored  to  act  in  good  faith,  and  with  a  view  to  the  restoration  of  the  kindly  rela- 
tions between  Lbeopposite  sections  ol  Ihe-conotry,  whieb  .seem  to  be  bo  cudelj  threatened. 
That  this  spirit  has  been  fairly  reciprocated  bj  a  portion  of  tb  at  of  the  ag- 

grieved States,  he  taltes  great  pleasure  to  acknowledge-  Uad  thai  portion  constituted  only 
a  bare  BQajorit)  ol  the  whole  number,  lie  vould  siui  have  pledged  all  the  limited  aid  in  his 
power  U)  unite  \>  ilh  tliem  ;  but  the  fact  18  Whollj  Ot  herfl  UJ«.  Whiis;  thri<-  Stales  have  refused 
to  be  represented  at  all,  Beven  more,  tinis  making  ten  out  of  fifteen,  have  decided  to  reject 
the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the  committee." 

Sir,  much  as  1  might  desire  the  approbation  and  commendation  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  (Massachusetts  and  his  colleagues  on  the  committee,  the  betrayal 
of  the  lights,  interests,  and  honor  of  my  constituents  and  section  is  a  price 
which  1  cannot  pay  for  them. 


The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  offered  nothing;,  voted  for  nothing,  de- 
clared lie  would  vote  for  nothing  which  came  in  conflict  with  the  theories  of 
the  Republican  party  ;  which  violated  the  principles  of  the  Chicago  platform, 
or  recognized  the  rights  of  property  in  man;  which  recognized  the  right  of 
the  southern  planter  to  the  slaves  upon  his  plantation  as  property,  lie  says  a 
"minority  of  the  committee  from  the  aggrieved  States,"  he  takes  great  pleas- 
ure to  acknowledge,  "reciprocated  the  spirit"  which  he,  in  "good  faith," 
evinced  to  settle  the  controversy  between  the  sections  "  upon  the  basin  of  the 
Chicago  platform."  I  thank  God  it  was  only  a  minority  from  the  aggrieved 
States  which  "fairly  reciprocated  the  spirit"  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. I  thank  God  it  was  a  small  minority.  I  believe,  if  a  new  Congress  were 
elected,  and  another  Committee  appointed,  the  minority  "fairly  reciprocating 
the  spirit"  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  would  be  very  small  indeed. 

The  gentlemap  from  Massachusetts  publishes  in  his  report  a  resolution  offered 
by  himself  in  that  committee,  declaring  "a  peaceful  acquiescence  in  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Chief  Magistrate,  accomplished  in  accordance  with  every  legal  and 
constitutional  requirement,"  to  be  first,  the  "paramount,"  afterwards  amended 
upon  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  "a  high  and  imperative" 
dut}-  of  every  good  citizen  of  the  United  States.  I  was  one  of  those  seven 
who  refused  to  vote  for  this  resolution.  He  offers  in  his  report  an  argument  to 
prove  the  propriety  of  it.  I  believe  I  shall  not  have  time  to  reply  to  that  ar- 
gument. To  concede  it,  was  to  concede  everything.  We  had  assembled  to 
agree  upon  terms  upon  which  we  could  recommend  to  the  southern  States 
"peaceful  acquiescence"  in  the  election  of  Abraham  Lincoln,  elected  upon  the 
sole  principle  of  hostility  to  an  institution  vital  to  the  independence  and  pros- 
perity of  these  States. 

I  repeat,  sir,  that  although  I  agree  to  the  resolution  in  the  abstract,  I  refused 
to  vote  for  it.  I  deny  that  it  is  the  duty  of  any  good  citizen  to  acquiesce  in 
anJ  government  which  was  ordained  and  established  for  his  protection  in  all 
his  constitutional  jights,  when  it  becomes  perverted  into  a  means  of  wrong 
and  oppression  and  an  instrument    by  which  those  rights  can  be  destroyed. 

Let  me  submit  to  the  gentleman  from  the  South  who  voted  for  the  resolution, 
this  proposition:  Suppose  John  Brown,  the  robber  and  murderer,  the  felon  and 
traitor,  the  hero  and  martyr  of  the  Republican  party,  had  escaped  conviction 
and  punishment  by  death  upon  the  scaffold  for  his  manifold  crimes — and  if  he 
had,  1  believe  that  to-day  he  would  be  a  more  popular  man  with  the  Republi- 
can party  than  Abraham  Lincoln,  the  President  elect — suppose  he  had  been 
selected  by  the  Chicago  convention  as  the  candidate  of  the  part}-,  and  elected, 
as  he  would  have  been  :  then  would  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  and 
those  from  'he  North  and  South  who  have  voted  with  him  for  his  resolution, 
allege  it  to  be  the  "high  and  imperative  duty"  of  citizens  of  Virginia  and 
other  southern  States  "peacefully  to  acquiesce  in  his  election,"  and  submit  to 
a  government  administered  by  him? 

Mr.  DUNN".  Are  you  not  aware,  sir,  that  in  the  Chicago  platform  the  raid 
of  John  Brown  is  expressly  condemned? 

Mr.  RUST.     No  sir. 

Mr.  DUNN.  I  want  it  to  go  out  with  your  speech,  then,  that  you  are  mis- 
representing the  public  sentiment  of  the  North. 

Mr.  RUST.  That  is  not  an  applicable  reply  to  what  I  have  been  stating.  I 
have  supposed  a  case  that  might  happen — which  I  believe  would,  in  all  proba- 
bility, have  happened,  but  for  the  just  doom  of  a  traitor  and  outlaw;  for,  sir, 
if  John  Brown  had  lived,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  he  would  have  been  a  more 
popular  man  to-day  than  Abraham  Lincoln. 

Mr.  PALMER.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  mistaken.  I  think  he  did  say 
affirmatively  that  John  Brown  was  the  hero  and  martyr  of  the  Republican 
party,  which  called  forth  the  remark  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  do  think  so.  Now,  what  does  the  gentleman  say?  Does  he 
deny  or  controvert  what  I  have  stated  with  reference  to  the  action  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  select  committee  of  thirty-three?  Does  the  gentleman  admit 
that  the  majority  of  the  committee  was  willing  to  concede  anything  in  conflict 
with  the  Chicago  platform;  will  he  deny  that  the  majority,  in  response  to  all 
our  demands,  threatened  us  with  the  sword? 

Mr.  DUNN.  I  desire,  as  one  member  of  that  committee,  to  say  that  I  en- 
deavored to  discharge  my  duty  there  without  any  reference  whatever  to  the 
Chicago  platform ;  and  I  believe  that  that  phrase  escaped  from  my  lips  but 


once;  and  that  was  in  reference  to  that  very  charge  that  the  Republican  party 
sympathized  with  that  raid  of  .John  Brown.  I  believe  that  every  enlightened 
citizen  of  this  country,  north  ami  south,  knows  that  to  be  an  infamous  libel 
upon  the  Republican  party;  and  I  am  only  surprised  that  men  who  have  great 
public  interests  in  charge  in  this  day  of  peril  will  give  circulation  to  such  a 
libelous  assertion. 

Mr.  RUST.     What  is  that  libelous  assertion? 

Mr.  DUNN.     That  the  Republican  party  sympathizes  with  John  Brown. 

Mr.  RUST.  1  do  not  reply  to  that  here;  but,  sir,  I  will  not  appeal  to  him 
ks  a  gentleman,  nor  d>  I  appeal  to  him  at  all  again.  But  1  appeal  toother 
gentlemen  of  that  committee,  to  whom  that  appellation  may  yet  apply.  I  ap- 
peal to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  or  to  any  other  member  upon  the 
oommittee,  of  that  party,  if  they  manifested  a  willingness  to  vote  for  any 
measure  in  conflict  with  the  Chicago  platform;  and  whether  they  conceded 
one  hair's  breadth  of  what  they  called  their  idea  of  republican  Government 

Mr.  HINDMAN.  In  reply  to  the  remark  just  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  1  wish  to  ask  one  question,  that  his  position  may  be  well  understood. 
Did  he  intend  to  intimate  that  he,  upon  that  committee,  was  willing  to  give 
any  vote  that  would  amount  to  a  repudiation  of  the  Chicago  platform,  or  any 
portion  thereof? 

Mr.  DUNN.  I  am  very  frank  to  say  I  did  not;  because  I  did  not  believe 
that  platform  to  be  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  have  got  all  I  want.  And  in  regard  to  that  infamous  libel 
which  the  gentleman  has  charged  upon  me,  I  hope  now  he  will  say  he  i3  re- 
sponsible for  it,  and  I  will  treat  it  hereafter.     Let  me  know  now  ? 

Mr.  DUNN.     The  gentleman  cau  seek  what  he  desires. 

Mr.  RUST.  Those  who  incite  others  to  war  should  be  willing  to  wage  war 
themselves. 

Mr.  DUNN.  This  is  a  free  country;  and  the  gentleman  can  seek  redress  in 
any  form  he  pleases. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  have  the  answer  I  wanted.  Oh,  no;  they  deprecate  brute 
force;  they  want  reason,  argument,  thought,  discussion  here;  but  when  they 
are  held  to  responsibility  for  their  insolence,  cowards  they  prove  to  be,  who 
are  willing  to  iuvolve  others  in  dangers  which  they  will  not  share  themselves. 

Mr.  COLFAX.  I  desire  to  ask  whether  these  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  are  strictly^  in  order? 

RUST.     I  am  done  with  that. 

Mr.  COLFAX.  I  insist  that  to  apply  the  epithet  "coward"  to  any  member 
of  the  House  is  not  in  order? 

Mr.  HINDMAN.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  might 
have  raised  the  point  of  order  upon  his  colleague  with  more  propriety.  I 
would  impure  of  the  Chair  whether  it  is  in  order  to  apply  the  language  "in- 
famous libel"  to  any  member  of  this  House? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore,  (Mr.  Kellogg,  of  Illinois,  in  the  chair. )  The 
Chair  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that  this  character  of  debate  is  hardly 
in  order. 

Mr.  HINDMAN.  If  it  is  not  in  order,  why  did  the  Chair  permit  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana  (Mr.  Dunn)  to  use  the  word  "infamous,"  as  applicable  to  a 
gentleman  in  this  House?     Why  did  not  the  Chair  then  enforce  the  rule? 

Mr.  DUNN.     If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me,  I  will  say  this 

Mr.  RUST.  No,  sir ;  no,  sir;  not  with  my  permission  shall  the  gentleman 
open  his  mouth. 

Mr.  DUNN.  Then  the  gentleman's  colleague  should  nol^  ^ave  ftstej  the 
question. 

The  SI  LAKER  jirQ  tempore.  The  Chair  requires  gentlemen  to  observe  order 
M  the  Course  of  debate.  The  Chair  would  observe  to  the  gentleman  from  Ar- 
kansas that  the  matters  to  which  allusion  is  now  made  took  place  before  the 
present  occupant  of  the  chair  took  the  chair,  as  he  recollects.  Whether  it  be 
so  or  not,  this  course  of  discussion  was  not  then  in  his  mind. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  desire  to  make  this  inquiry  of  the  Chair.  I  wish  to  ascertain 
from  the  Chair  whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  was  the 
first  one  who  committed  a  breach  of  parliamentary  privilege? 

The  SPEAK BR  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas,  that  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair  was  not  in  the  chair  at 
the  time  when,   apparently,   this  character  of  discussion  commenced;  but  he 


■will  say  to  the  gentleman,  that  he  will,  as  far  as  possible,  require  gentlemen  to 
observe  the  order  of  debate  while  he  occupies  the  chair,  whether  upon  one 
side  or  the  other. 

Mr.  RUST.  With  regard  to  John  Brown — whose  name  I  introduced  by  way 
ol  argument — and  his  Republican  sympathizers,  it  is  only  necessary  to  state,  in 
proof  of  the  charge,  that  he  is  their  hero  and  martyr;  that  monuments  have 
been  erected  to  his  memory;  the  anniversary  of  his  death  has  been  celebrated 
by  multitudes  of  hi»admirers ;  the  present  Governor  of  Massachusetts,  I  am  in- 
formed, has  testified  his  appreciation  of  his  character  and  sympathy  with  the 
cause  in  which  he  sacrificed  himself,  by  the  contribution  of  a  large  amount  of 
money  to  a  fund  to  be  devoted  to  that  purpose;  and,  last  of  all,  Mr.  Seward,  in 
a  recent  speech,  spoke  of  the  invasion  of  Virginia  by  Brown  as  an  illustration 
of  the  "fearful  and  uncompromising  hostility  to  slavery"  which  pervades  the 
W0rld  wherever  sbi.verv  does  not,  exist.  What  more  evidence  is  necessary  to 
tho'w  that  John  Brown  is  regarded  by  prominent  and  influential  members  of 
the  Republican  party  as  a  martyr  and  a  hero? 

I  will  say,  again,  Mr.  Speaker!  if  the  Republican  members  of  this  House  upon 
the  committee  of  thirty-three,  or  upon  this  floor,  represent  the  sentiment  of  the 
northern  people,  all  hope  of  compromise  is  gone.  I  am  willing  to  vote  for  a 
proposition  which  allows  the  people,  as  a  dernier  resort,  to  speak  for  them- 
selves; and  if  this  House  refuses  that  opportunity  ;  if  it  is  unwilling  to  trust  its 
own  constituents,  I  say,  then,  I  will  exhort  every  man  of  the  South,  my  own 
people  as  well  as  other  people  of  the  southern  States,  to  prepare  for  war.  I 
would  prefer  war,  with  all  its  attendant  horrors,  to  such  a  submission  as  it 
would  be,  after  all  that  has  occurred,  upon  the  part  of  the  South,  to  allow  this 
Government  to  go  into  the  hands  of  the  Republican  party,  and  be  administered 
by  them  in  the  southern  States  of  trie  Union.  I  would  prefer  that  the  whole 
southern  States  should  become  one  blood-stained  and  unpeopled  desert;  I 
would  prefer  anything  to  such  a  humiliation  and  dishonor  as  it  would  be  to 
submit  to  such  a  party  and  to  such  an  Administration,  under  such  circumstances. 

After  all  that  has  been  said  and  done  by  the  southern  people,  submission  now 
for  the  sake  of  peace  would  invite  future  aggressions  and  insults  which  slaves 
themselves  would  not  brook  or  submit  to.  If  justice  is  denied  us  now,  the  odds 
against  us  will  be  greater  a  year  hence,  or  two  months  hence,  than  they  now 
are;  and  our  true  policy  is  to  demand  equality  in  the  Union,  and  if  that  is  de- 
nied, assert  and  maintain  our  independence  out  of  it,  and,  if  need  be,  with  the 
sword,  and  "pray  God  to  be  with  the  right." 

But  I  do  not,  believe  that  these  Representatives  represent  that  people.  I 
have  a  hope  that  a  different  sentiment  prevails  among  the  northern  people.  I 
hope,  if  this  Union  is  dissolved,  there  will  be  a  reconstruction  of  it.  The  inter1 
ests  of  all  sections  of  this  Confederacy  are  in  the  Union,  and  of  none  more 'so 
than  the  State  which  I  in  part  represent.  As  to  the  country  in  the  Mississippi 
vallev,  it  is  impossible  to  divide  it.  Social  relations  and  feelings  and  sympa- 
thies and  commercial  interests  are  so  blended  that  it  is  beyond  the  power  of 
man  to  sunder  them.  Let  this  Congress  madly  refuse  to  do  its  duty,  and  con- 
ventions be  called,  and  States  secede,  and  disunion  come,  still  God  has  so  united 
the  people  of  the  Mississippi  valley  that  the  folly  and  wickedness  of  man  can- 
not keep  them  asunder.  Let  the  Union  be  dissolved,  or  rather  suspended,  and 
a  new  one  will  be  formed  out  of  the  wreck,  upon  a  firmer,  juster,  and  more 
enduring  basis  than  the  old  one,  which  is  now  in  its  expiring  agonies.  The  inhab- 
itants of  the  Mississippi  valley  are  one  and  indivisible.  United  with  the  Gulf 
and  Atlantic  States,  they  would  form  an  empire  in  which  there  need  be  no  jar- 
ring or  antagonistic  interests,  with  elements  of  wealth  and  strength  and  progress 
which  in  a  little  time  would  make  them  the  foremost  nation  upon  the  earth. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio,  (Mr.  Corwin,)  who  submitted  the  majority  report 
of  the  committee,  is  not,  I  believe,  in  his  seat;  but  I  must  be  permitted  to  say 
that  a  more  disingenuous  production  never  emanated  from  the  pen  of  a  political 
partisan.  I  will  review  but  a  small  portion  of  it.  The  excuse  which  he  made 
in  that  report,  to  the  House  and  to  the  country,  for  not  acceding  to  the  propo- 
sition to  divide  the  territory  belonging  to  the  United  States  between  the  two 
sections,- upon  the  line  of  86°  3o',  was  that  it  was  incumbered  with  a  provision 
to  apply  it-  to  all  territory  hereafter  to  be  acquired.  If  gentlemen  will  take  the 
trouble  to  read  the  journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  committee,  'hey  will  dis- 
cover that  that  gentleman  and  his  colleagues,  .after  having  voted  for  and 
adopted  an  amendment  to  the  resolution  proposed  by  himself,  confining  its 
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operation  to  the  Territories  now  belonging  to  the  United  States,  and  having 
thus  removed  the  objection  to  it  urged  in  his  report,  voted  it  down  after  it  was 
60  amended. 

He  argued,  and  may  have  argued  well,  that  it  was  unwise  and  inexpedient 
to  anticipate  the  acquisition,  by  t lie  Government,  of  new  territories  when  those 
now  belonging  to  it  were  the  source  of  such  angry  and  dangerous  controversies. 
But  I  submit  if  it  was  fair  to  assign  as  a  reason  for  rejecting  a  proposition  in- 
sisted upon  by  the  minority,  an  objectionable  feature  which,  upon  his  own  mo- 
tion, and  by  the  votes  of  his  own  colleagues,  had  been  striken  out  of  it.  The 
minority  of  the  committee  insisted  upon  a  proposition  similar  to  that  introduced 
into  the  Senate  by  the  venerable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  (Mr.  ('kitten-den,) 
with  reference  to  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  docks,  arsenals,  and  navy- 
yards,  and  all  places  under  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  The 
majority  voted  a  resolution  declaring  that  as  there  was  no  purpose  anywhere 
to  interfere  with  slavery  in  those  places,  it  was  not  expedient  to  act  upon  the 
proposition,  and  consequently  voted  it  down.  The  reported  proceedings  of  a 
Republican  caucus  furnishes,  perhaps,  a  more  satisfactory  explanation,  it  was 
determined,  in  that  caucus  that,  while  it  was  not  now  the  purpose  of  the  Re- 
publican party  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  it  might  not 
always  be  so;  and  hence  they  would  not  so  amend  the  Constitution  as  to  de- 
prive them  of  the  power  when  it  might  be  their  pleasure  to  do  it. 

Now,  sir,  within  my  experience,  petitions  have  been  presented  at  that  bar 
praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  all  places  under  the  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States.  "VVe  of  the  South  believe  that  the  leaders  of  the  lie- 
publican  party  are  pledged  to  abolish  slavery  wherever  it  exists,  if  they  can 
constitutionally  do  it.  But  whether  there  was  just  cause  for  apprehension  or 
not,  gentlemen  of  the  majority  of  the  committee,  and  among  them  one  to  whom 
I  shall  not  refer  again,  voted  for  a  resolution  which  I  introduced  on  the  first 
day  I  attended  the  sittings  of  the  committee,  declaring  that  "discontent  and 
hostility  to  the  Federal  Government  existed  among  the  southern  people,"  and 
whether,  with  or  without  cause,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  report 
such  just  and  reasonable  measures  of  conciliation  as  would  a'llay  them.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  was  bad  faith  on  the  part  of  any  member  of  the  commit- 
tee who  voted  for  my  resolution  to  vote  against  the  proposition  to  amend  the 
Constitution  so  as  to  deprive  Congress  of  the  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Nevertheless,  I  believe  that  all,  or  nearly  all,  of  the 
Republican  members  of  the  committee  so  voted. 

In  refusing,  at  a  time  like  this,  as  a  peace-offering  to  the  South,  to  relinquish 
the  power,  it  would  hardly  be  denied  by  them,  I  presume,  that,  they  contem- 
plate, at  some  future  time,  its  exercise.  I  would  not  accept  their  denial.  I 
believe  it  is  their  purpose  to  abolish  slavery,  not  only  where  they  have  the 
constitutional  power  to  do  it,  but  wherever  it  exists  in  the  United  States. 
Until  the  present  session  of  Congress,  during  which  my  opportunities  forjudg- 
ing of  their  designs  have  been  more  favorable  than  ever  before,  I  have  not  be- 
lieved that  they  entertained  any  designs  upon  slavery  in  the  States  where  it 
exists.  But,  upon  observing  their  bearing  through  this  whole  contest,  their 
wanton  endeavors  to  irritate  and  exasperate  the  South  by  the  needjese  passage 
of  resolutions,  which  could  have  no  other  effect,  and  by  other  means :  their  re- 
fusal to  make  any  concession;  their  refusal  to  sacrifice  a  mere  abstract  opinion, 
or  even  a  trifling  party  advantage,  for  the  sake  of  a  .reaceful  solution  of  the 
existing  sectional  troubles, — it  has  become  my  deliberate  conviction,  that  it  is 
the  settled  purpose  of  the  Republican  party,  if  they  art  permitted  to  continue 
in  power,  to  abolish  slavery,  with  or  without  constitutional  right,  wherever 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Government  which  they  may  administer  is  recognized 
and  submitted  to. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Miixson,)  with  whom  I  agree  in  most 
things,  said  that  he  feared  not  the  Republican  party.  Sir,  I  have  seen  brave 
men,  and  read  of  brave  men,  but  if,  under  existing  circumstances,  the  gentle- 
man fears  nothing,  he  is  the  bravest  man  I  have  seen  or  read  of  in  the  whole 
course  of  my  life.  lie  sa}'s  that  Virginia  will  not  submit  to  Lincoln,  but  that 
Lincoln  will  submit  to  Virginia.  Really,  it  is  my  misfortune  not  to  understand 
the  meaning  of  the  gentleman.  I  cannot  understand  the  reasoning  by  which 
he  arrives  at  the  conclusion  that  Lincoln  will  administer  the  Government  in 
submission  to  the  Stata  of  Virginia.  Did  Virginia  vote  for  Lincoln  ?  Was  it 
by  the  voice  of  Virginia  that  Lincoln  was  elected  President  of  the  United 


States?  The  gentleman  says  that  Lincoln  will  discharge  the  functions  imposed 
upon  him  by  t he  State  of  Virginia,  ami  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  which  Virginia  had  a  largo  paft  in  framing.  1  believe  that  Mr.  Lincoln 
repudiates  thai  Constitution;  and  1  will  show  it  from  his  own  written  declara- 
tion— made  with  deliberation,  1  presume;  because  I  find  it  in  a  letter  which, 
from  the  occasion  whieh  called  it  forth,  was,  no  doubt,  written  with  care  and 
deliberation,      lie  said,  only  one  year  before  he  was  elected: 

"The  Democracy  of  to-day  hold  the  liberty  of  one  man  to  he  absolutely  nothing,  when  in 
conflict  with  another  man's  right  of  property.  Kepubliearis,  on  the  contrary,  are  for  both  the 
man  and  the  dollar,  but  m  case  of  conflict  the  man  before  the  dollar." 

Now,  sir,  how  do  you  translate  or  interpret  that  expression  of  Mr.  Lincolu? 
He  says  the  Republicans  are  for  both  the  man  and  the  dollar;  but  in  ease  of 
conflict,  the  man  before  the  dollar.  If  the  right  of  property  of  a  southern 
citizen  in  his  slaves  comes  in  conflict  with  the  rights  of  person,  recognized  as 
belonging  to  the  slave  himself  by  Mr.  Lincoln,  the  rights  of  the  southern  citizen 
are  to  go  down  Is  not  that  a  fair  interpretation  of  what  Mr.  Lincoln  said? 
"What  did  he  mean,  if  he  did  not  mean  that  when  my  rights,  as  the  owner  of 
my  slave  in  a  free  State,  or  even  in  a  slave  State,  come  in  conflict  with  the 
rights  of  the  person  claimed  as  a  slave,  my  rights  must  be  subjected  to  the 
rights  of  person  of  my  slave? 

Again,  he  says : 

"  This  is  a  world  of  compensations ;  and  he  who  would  be  no  slave  must  consent  to  have  no 
elave.  Those  who  d<  ny  freedom  toothers  deserve  it  not  for  themselves;  and  under  a  just  God 
cannot  long  retain  it." 

These  are  the  sentiments  of  the  President  elect  of  the  Republican  party,  of 
whose  admin  ;st  rat  ion  my  friend  from  AHrginia  is  not  afraid.  Does  he  believe 
that  the  Constitution  will  impose  any  restraint  upon  a  man  who  uttered  such 
sentiments  as  these  only  a  little  more  than  a  year  ago?  Has  not  Lincoln  pledged 
himself  to  the  doctrine  that  rights  of  person  are  higher  than  rights  of  property? 
Has  he  not  said  in  express  terms,  that  where  the  two  come  in  conflict,  rights 
of  property  must  be  yielded,  and  rights  of  person  maintained?  If  he  is  an 
honest  man,  he  will  carry  his  theory  into  practice.  I  should  have  less  respect 
for  him  if  I  believed  that  he  would  not  carry  that  theory  into  practice  than  I 
have  for  him  now  ;  believing,  as  I  do,  that  he  will.  In  the  one  case,  I  could 
regard  him  as  a  crazy,  but  honest  fanatic;  in  the  other,  as  nothing  more  than 
a  reckless  and  unprincipled  demagogue.  And  yet  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
is  not  afraid!  lie  thinks  it  is  only  cowards  who,  under  such  circumstances, 
are  afraid  to  allow  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  pass  into  the  hands 
of  such  a  President. 

Mr.  MILLION.  The  gentleman  from  Arkansas  seems  wholly  to  have  misap- 
prehended everything  that  I  did  say.  I  said  /that  I  told  the  members  of  the 
Republican  party,  more  than  a  year  ago,  that  I  did  not  fear  them,  because  they 
never  had  had  a  majority  here  since  I  had  been  a  member  of  Congress ;  and  I  did 
not  believe  they  ever  would  have  a  majority,  if  southern  men  chose  to  remain 
in  their  seats.  Will  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  tell  me  what  he  can  fear  from 
a  minority  ? 

Mr.  RUS'  .  We  are  in  a  minority  to-day.  We  were  in  a  minority  when  the 
gentleman,  addressed  the  House.  We  were  reduced  so  low,  and  were  so  help- 
less, so  feeble,  so  powerless,  upon  this  side  of  the  House,  only  a  few  days  a^o, 
that  upon  a  test  questiv  we  could  not  call  the  yeas  and  nays;  and  yet  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  Mys  that  the  Republicans  are  not  yet  in  a  majority, 
and  that  he  believes  ihfey  never  will  be! 

Mr.  M1LI.SOX.  The  gentleman  again  misunderstands  what  I  did  say.  I 
stated  what  I  had  said  more  than  a  year  ago.  I  said  afterwards  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  our  being  in  a  minority  from  the  secession  of  the  southern  States,  it 
became  necessary  that  guarantees,  such  as  the  gentleman  requires,  should  be 
given. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  am  glad  I  misunderstood  the  gentleman.  He  knows  I  have 
not  read  his  speech,  for  I  told  him  so  this  morning;  and  the  notes  I  took  of  it 
were  taken  amidst  a  great  deal  of  noise  and  confusion,  and  my  hearing  is  very 
indistinct;  1  hear  but  little  of  what  transpires  around  me.  I  hope  if  I  have 
misconceived  him,  he  will  accept  this  as  an  explanation. 

But,  sir,  I  do  think  that  even  before  the  secession  of  the  southern  States,  the 
Republicans  had  a  majority  in  this  House.  They  organized  this  House.  They 
elected  the  Speaker  and  all  the  officers  connected  with  it,  and  it  is  impossible 
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for  one  to  understand  how  a  minority  could  accomplish  so  much.  It,  is  true  they 
were  not  all  from  the  South,  but  none  the  less  Republicans  on  that  account. 
When  this  Congress  assembled  a  year  ago,  no  one  thought  of  secession,  except 
in  the  event  which  has  since  occurred  ;  but  even  then  they  had  a  majority.  In 
1841,  the  Republican  party  numbered  only  two  members  upon  this  floor.  In 
1847,  as  Mr.  Qiddings  Bays,  he  was  one  of  seven.  In  185<i,  Mr.  Giddings,  with  his 
own  hand,  drew  up  that,  portion  of  the  Philadelphia  platform  in  reference  to 
slavery  when  they  pulled  a  plurality  of  the  votts  for  President,  and  nearly 
elected  their  candidate;  and,  in  1S60,  they  have  nominated  and  elected  the 
President  and  Vice  President  upon  the  same  platform,  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
i-lavery.  thai  I  i  Idinga  drafted  in  IS.™  at  Philadelphia,  and  have  the  control  of 
this  !!'••  ;  '  DO  other  branch  of  Congress  and  every  depnymieiit  of  the  Gov- 

ernment. 

Mr  MILLSOX.     Will  the  gentleman  let  me  interrupt  him  again  J 

•Kir.  hi  ST.  I  prefet  not  to  be  interrupted.  I  h&Ve  already  apokeh  longer 
than  I  intended,  and  have  said  almost  nothing  that  I  intended  to  say.  Now, 
sir,  look  at  the  rapid  strides  which  that  party  has  made  in  the  last  few  years, 
and  at  the  result-'  which  they  have  already  accomplished.  What  is  the  feeling 
of  that  party  now?  In  the  committee  of  thirty-three,  three  of  its  eighteen 
members,  under  existing  circumstances,  in  a  crisis  which  threatens  the  existence 
of  everything  dear  to  the  American  citizen,  refused  to  vote  away  the  rower  to 
interfere  with  slavery  in  the  States  where  it  exists — three  of  the  Republican 
members  of  that  committee,  selected  for  their  supposed  conservatism  of  senti- 
ments, refused  to  yield  the  right  to  abrogate  slavery  in  the  States  where  it  now 
exists;  and  I  believe  that  a  majority  of  the  members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  would  vote  to-day  against  a  proposition  to  give  up  that  power.  What 
may  we  not  expect  in  four,  eight,  or  twelve  years  more,  with  our  past  experi- 
ence of  the  progress  of  that  party?  I  say  that  under  the  existing  Constitution 
the  South  has  no  hope  in  this  Union  without  essential,  material,  effectual,  and 
irrepealable  guarantees  of  her  constitutional  rights;  and  let  the  consequences 
be  what  they  may,  if  these  guarantees  are  not  conceded,  I  warn  the  people  of 
Arkansas  of  the  dangers  that  threaten  them  in  the  Union,  and  beg  and  implore 
them,  as  their  last  and  only  hope  of  security,  to  go  out  of  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  know  what  was  sought  to  be  accomplished  by  making 
a  report  which  was  no  report;  a  report  repudiated  by  the  committee  that 
ordered  it  to  be  made. 

Mr.  MALLORY.  Will  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  permit  me  to  ask  him 
a  question?  Do  I  understand  him  to  say  that  a  majority  of  the  committee  of 
thirty-three,  or  a  majority  of  that  portion  of  the  committee  which  represented 
the  free  States,  refused  in  committee  to  vote  for  an  amendment  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  providing  that  slavery  should  never  be  interfered 
with  in  the  States  where  it  exists? 

Mr.  RUST.  I  said  nothing  like  that;  and  I  am  sorry  my  friend  from  Kentucky 
could  so  far  misapprehend  me.  I  went  on  to  review  the  progress  of  the  Repub- 
lican party  in  this  House  and  the  country.  I  stated  that  in  1811  there  were 
two  Republicans  in  this  House;  in  1847,  seven;  in  1S5G  they  controlled  the 
organization  which  nominated  Fremont;  and  in  18(50  they  elected  Lincoln.  I 
then  s aid  that  three  members  of  the  committee  of  thirty-three  from  the  northern 
States  >  •■  ted,  I  suppose,  because  of  their  conservative  sentiments,  refused  to 
yield  the  power  to  legislate  on  slavery,  or  to  amend  the  Constitution  so  as  to 
exclude  forever  the  power  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MALLORY.  Then,  as  I  wish  to  be  thoroughly  informed  on  this  branch 
of  subject,  I  ask  my  friend  from  Arkansas  whether  these  three  members  of  the 
committtee  refused  to  surrender  up  a  power  which  they  supposed  they  had; 
or  did  they  refuse  to  agree  to  that  amendment  because  they  thought  it  unne- 
cessary, inasmuch  as  such  power  is  not  possessed  now? 

Mr.  RUST.  I  am  not  so  unkind  as  to  assign  motives  to  men's  actions.  I 
hardly  understand  the  actions  themselves. 

Mr.  MALLORY.     I  only  asked  the  question  for  information. 

Mr.  RUST.     I  heard  them  assign  no  reason  for  their  action. 

Mr.  HINDMAN.  Will  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  allow  me  to  ask  him 
whether  he  is  familiar  with  the  reason? 

Mr.  MALLORY.     I  am  not,  sir.     I  only  asked  for  information. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  repeat,  that  I  shall  not  undertake  to  assign  motives  for  men's  ac- 
tions.    I  was  saying  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  made  a  report,  which 


11 

is  no  report;  which  T  did  not  not  vote  for,  which  you  (Mr.  Kkllog)  did  not  vote 
for,  and  which  no  member  of  the  committee  voted  for.  Thai  gentleman,  (Mr. 
Conwix,)  in  the  speech  which  he  made,  alluded  to  South  Carolina  as  having 
taken,  as  she  did  in  1S33,  the  lead  in  this  work  of  treason  and  rebellion.  It  is 
well  enough,  perhaps,  that  the  Republican  party  should  try  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  odium  which  attaches,  or  which  did  attach,  to  the  precipitate  action  of 
South  Carolina;  but  is  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  conversant  only  with  that 
part  of  the  history  of  the  country  of  which  he  calls  himself  a  pari  ?  Has  he 
never  read  anything  of  history?  Does  he  not  know  that  South  Carolina,  in 
1833,  was  following  the  lead  of  New  England  States  in  1S14,  when  we  were 
at  war  with  a  powerful  nation?  The  New  England  States,  during  the  most  of 
the  struggle,  afforded  aid  and  comfort  to  the  public  enemy,  and  resolved  that 
they  would  leave  the  Union.  They  sent  ambassadors  to  Washington  to  treat 
with  the  administration  of  Mr.  Madison  for  the  terms  of  their  withdrawal. 
They  were  not  even  in  a  time  of  war  denounced  as  rebels  and  traitors.  John 
Quincy  Adams  declared  in  his  writings  that  that  great  catastrophe,  the  dis- 
memberment of  the  Confederacy,  was  only  averted  by  the  receipt  of  intelli- 
gence that  peace  had  been  concluded  by  the  treaty  of  Ghent.  Have  New 
England  and  northern  States  a  prescriptive  right  to  treason  and  rebellion  ;  or 
is  not  that  treason  in  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut  and  Rhode  Island,  which 
is  treason  in  Florida,  South  Carolina,  Alabama,  and  Mississippi!  If  not,  then 
indeed  we  have  never  been  equals  in  this  Confederacy.  If  one  law  is  to  be 
applied  to  one  portion  of  the  Confederacy,  and  another  to  another,  if  that 
which  is  treason  in  one  part  is  not  treason  in  another,  then  we  have  remained 
In  the  Union  much  too  long  already. 

Again  :  while  South  Carolina  is  held  up  to  the  reprobation  of  the  people  for 
•  what  is  called  her  petulancy,  her  precipitancy,  her  presumption,  her  arrogance, 
has  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Adams)  forgotten  that,  in  1845,  the 
Legislature  of  Massachusetts  declared  that  the  annexation  of  Texas  would  jus- 
tify Massachusetts  in  leaving  this  accursed  Confederacy?  Has  he  forgotten 
that  that  Legislature,  by  solemn  resolution,  declared  that  the  annexation  of 
Texas  would  be  a  dissolution,  of  the  Union?  The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts was  a  member  of  that  Legislature,  and  yet  he  is  the  gentleman  to  come 
forward  now  and  declare  against  all  appeals  for  concession  and  compromise, 
and  is  ready  to  declare  war  against  States  which  are  only  exercising  rights  and 
powers  on  more  than  one  occasion  asserted  by  his  own. 

Mr.  GOOCH.  I  desire  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  whether  he  has 
read  the  resolution  of  the  Massachusetts  Legislature  to  which  he  refers? 

Mr.  RUST.     I  have. 

Mr.  GOOCH,     Will  the  gentleman  read,  it  now  in  the  House? 

Mr.  RUST.     I  have  it  not  here. 

Mr.  GOOCH.  When  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Cox)  rend  a  resolution 
the  other  day  as  having  been  passed  by  the  Massachusetts  Legislature,  \  could 
not  remember  that  any  such  resolution  had  ever  been  passed;  and  1  have  not 
since  been  able  to  find  any  such  resolution  as  he  then  quoted.  1  hoped,  if 
there  were  any  such  resolution  passed,  that  1  might,  by  this  inquiry,  ascertain 
where  to  find  it. 

Mr.  RUST,  Very  good.  I  expect  I  can  put  the  gentleman  in  the  way  of 
ascertaining  where  that  resolution  is  to  be  found.  The  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr.  Adajis,)  who  admitted  having  introduced  the  resolution  himself, 
is  now  in  his  seat;  and  of  course  he  is  more  competent  to  give  information  to 
his  colleague  in  regard  to  it  than  I  am.     1  will  yield  the  floor  to  him. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  of  Massachusetts.  1  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas,  that 
he  never  heard  from  me  any  clear  statement  of  what  that  resolution  contained. 
At  the  time  he  heard  me  speak  of  it,  I  had  not  seen  it  for  fourteen  or  fifteen 
years.  If  the  gentleman  will  look  it  up,  and  present  it  to  the  House,  then  the 
House  will  be  the  judge  of  what  it  contains.  Until  that  time  I  beg  him  not  to 
make  a  representation  of  what  he  knows  nothing  about. 

Mr.  RUST.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  slates  that  I  had  no  clear  in- 
timation from  him  of  what  the  resolution  contains.  I  will  admit  that  the  gen- 
tleman studiously  avoided  an  intimation  which  I  thought  he  was  perfectly 
competent  to  make.  He  seemed  to  think  that  that  resolution,  of  whjch  he  was 
himself  the  author,  was  a  very  delicate  matter  at  this  particular  crisis.  I  have 
endeavored  to  get  the  resolution,  and  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  aid  me  in  get- 
ting it.     It  is  due  to  him  and  to  me,  either  that  he  should  contradict  the  pur- 
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port  of  -what  I  state  the  resolution  to  be,  or  else  produce  it,  and  let  it  prove 
itself.     I  ask  him  now,  if  he  does  not  know  wliat  the  resolution  was. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  of  Massachusetts.     I  know  perfectly  well. 

Mr.  RUST.     I  only  want  the  purport,  the  substance,  the  intent  of  it. 

Mr.  ADAM9J  of  Massachusetts.  1  know  perfectly  well  what  the  resolution 
is,  and  am  ready  here,  at  the  proper  time,  to  repeat  the  resolution  for  the  bene- 
fit of  tin-  country,     At  this  time  I  have  it  not  within  my  control. 

Mr.  RUST.  1  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  cannot  recollect,  the  purport  of  the 
resolution,  of  which  he  was  himself  the  author.  I  do  not  want  the  precise 
language,  1  only  want  the  purport  of  it,  as  I  desire  to  make  it  a  part  of  my 
speech.  1  do  not  want  it  to  go  forth  to  the  country,  that  I  have  spoken  on  a 
Bubject  of  which  "I  was  perfectly  ignorant." 

Mr.  AI>AM^,  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  a  pretty  precise  man  in 
regard  to  the  language  1  use,  both  in  resolutions  and  here  ;  and  I  am  not  going, 
from  mere  recollection,  to  say  what,  the  words  of  that  resolution  are.  If  the 
gentleman  desires  them,  I  will  furnish  a  copy  before  he  prints  his  speech. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  am  obliged  to  the  gentleman  for  that  courtesy.  1  will  say 
now  what,  my  recollection  is  of  the  remarks  the  gentleman  made  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred.  He  said  the  resolution  as- 
serted that  the  annexation  of  Texas  furnished  a  sufficient  cause  to  Massachu- 
setts for  seceding  from  the  Union. 

Mr.  600CH.     Will  the  gentleman  permit  me  to  say  a  word? 

Mr.  RUST.  I  cannot  yield  any  more  of  my  time.  I  did  not  intend,  when  I 
set  out,  to  occupy  the  floor  more  than  twenty  minutes,  but  in  consequence  of 
these  interruptions  the  greater  portion  of  the  hour  to  which  I  am  entitled  is 
already  gone,  and  I  have  not  reached  the  topics  which  1  desired  particularly 
to  discuss.      How  much  more  time  have  I? 

The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  has  six  or  seven  minutes  3-et  remaining. 

Mr.  RUST.  I  was  proceeding  to  remark  that  in  what  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  has  recently  done,  for  which  she  has  received  such  severe  condemna- 
tion on  this  floor,  she  had  the  example  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  and  her 
New  England  sisters.  Yet  from  the  time  that  committee  organized,  neither 
the  honorable  chairman,  nor  any  member  from  his  side  of  the  committee,  talk- 
ed of  anything  but  the  enforcement  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  the 
States  which  have  seceded.  That  I  understand  to  be  the  programme  of  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  of  the  Republican  party.  "What, 
Mr.  Speaker,  are  the  laws  that  gentlemen  propose  to  enforce  in  South  Carolina? 
What  laws  are  there  upon  your  statute-books  Which  can  be  enforced  upon 
these  people,  unless  it  lie  the'  laws  of  taxation,  the  right  of  plunder,  of  robbery 
and  e  m,  which  you  have  been  exercising  for  many  years?     Are  these 

the  laws  whieh  you  consider  vital  to  the  Union,  and  which  the  chairman  of 
the  com:  |  dr.  Cobwin)  proposes  to  enforce,  without  disturbing  the  peace 

of  the  country?  Are  there  any  other  laws  which  can  be  enforced  there  except 
the  laws  of  taxation?  Reference  has  been  made  to  no  other  laws;  and  I  sup- 
pose gentlemen  expect  that  the  amiable,  peaceable  people  of  the  southern 
States  will  submit  to  taxation  by  a  Government  in  which  they  have  no  repre- 
sentation. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  has  asserted  in  his  remarks  a  proposition  to 
which,  1  presume,  there  will  be  no  dissent;  that  no  sane  man  would  go  into  a 
Territory  belonging  to  the  United  States  north  of  36°  30'  with  his  slaCVes.  I 
f ii  1 1  v  assent  to  the  proposition,  i  have  ever  been  in  favor  of  carrying  the  doc- 
trine of  popular  sovereignty  into  all  the  Territories  of  the  United  Mates;  but 
that  has  been  opposed  and  denounced  with  unmeasured  bitterness  b}-  the  Re- 
publican party;  it  has  not  prevailed  in  the  southern  States;  its  advocates  were 
overwhelmed  in  the  "recent  canvass;  and  as  one  of  the  minority,  I  yielded  to 
the  majority.  I  believe  that  the  doctrine  of  popular  sovereignty  was  tli£  doc- 
trine upon  which  this  Government  was  formed.  It  is  a  doctrine  which  I  en- 
deavored to  advocate  with  all  my  ability ;  but  which,  as  I  said,  has  been  repu- 
diated by  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the  southern  people.  I  not  only  assent 
to  the  statement,  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  but  I  told  him  that  I  had  sub- 
mitted to  my  constituents  in  the  recent  canvass,  whether,  for  a  bonus  of  $500 
per  <i(j>ii(i,  they  would  go  into  any  of  the  Territories  of  the  United  States,  north 
of  that  Hue,  carrying  their  slaves  with  them,  and  there  was  not  an  affirmative 
response.  1  then  put  this  question  to  the  honorable  gentleman — which  he  did 
not  answer,  but  which  1  hope  will  be  answered;  why,  if  Providence  has  so 
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effectual!}-  guarded  ilie  Territories  of  the  United  States  against  Hie  invasion  of 
slave  labor,  "will  they  int-iat  upon  an  insulting  and  unconstitutional  interdict, 
to  the  extremity  ot  destroying  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  people,  and  pre- 
cipitating the  country  into  a  civil  war. 

The  gentleman  furtb.ec  said,  they  had  the  Almighty  on  their  side.  Then  I 
ask,  that  if,  in  addition  to  all  the  other  advantages  which  we  acknowledge  you 
possess,  you  claim  this,  why  will  you  insist,  on  breaking  down  the  barriers  which 
the  Constitution  has  ejected,  giving  protection,  at  least  in  name  and  theory,  to 
the  southern  people?  What  justification  have  you,  or  can  the  Republican  party 
plead,  for  its  aggressive  policy?  If  you  have  nature,  population,  numerical 
strength,  capacity  for  colonization,  political  power,  and  God  Almighty  with 
you,  why  do  you  rind  it  necessary  still  to  insist  upon  taking  from  the  southern 
people  tiiat  shield  which  the  Constitution  has  erected  as  a  barrier  against  your 
aggressions ! 

JJut  m  regard  to  the  territory  south  of  36°  30',  a  territory  composed  of  Ari- 
zona and  Mew  Mexico,  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  committee  says  "take  it! 
take  it!  take  it!"  Sir,  the  gentleman  did  not  mean  "  take  it !  take  it !  take  it!" 
His  action  proves  the  contrary.  We  ask  him  to  let  us  take  it;  but  he  proposes 
terms  which  are  not  acceptable  either  to  his  party  or  to  the  South.  We  ask 
him,  if  he  is  willing  to  give  it  to  us,  to  allow  us  to  prescribe  the  terms;  allow 
us  to  draw  up  the  articles  of  conveyance.  No,  sir;  he  and  bis  parly  (and  that 
is  bj'  no  means  unanimous)  will  not  give  us  New  Mexico,  except  on  condition 
that  it  shall  be  admitted  into  trie  Union  as  a  State,  It  would  not  be  a  slave 
State.  Trie  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Shearman)  would  vote  for  this  proposition, 
though  the  Territory,  with  over  two  hundred  thousand  square  miles — to  quote 
his  own  elegant  language — is  not  "able  to  support  a  turkey  buzzard/'  Mr. 
Sherman  will  vote  for  this  proposition,  because  there  are  only  eleven  slave 
women  and  one  slave  man  within  the  limits  of  this  vast  Territory.  "She  can 
change  or  modify  her  constitution  at.  any  time."  This  is  a  pregnant  suggestion. 
New  Mexico  is  in  no  condition  to  assume  the  responsibilities  of  a  sovereign 
State.  Site  does  not  desire  or  seek  admission  into  the  Union  ;  and  if  she  were 
to  applv  for  it  co-day,  with  a  pro-slavery  constitution,  I  would  vote  against  it. 
All  trie  principles  that  are  deserving  of  respect  and  consideration  are  not,  1  take 
it,  embraced  in  trie  "Chicago  plattorm."  The  gentleman  from  Ohio,  (Mr.  Sher- 
man,) while  he  disparages,  and,  as  the  honorable  Delegate  from  that  Territory 
says,  traduces  and  libels  the  Territory  and  her  people,  is  willing  to  vote  for  her 
admission  into  tiie  Union,  upon  an  equal  footing  with  his  State  and  mine,  and  all 
the  other  States  oi  the  Union,  because,  1  suppose,  sir,  "there  are  only  twelveslaves 
within  her  limits,  and  she  could  at  any  time  alter  or  modify  her  constitution." 

Sir,  there  has  been  no  intention,  on  trie  part  of  trie  gentlemen  from  the  North, 
to  relinquish,  in  good  faith,  that  Territory  to  the  South.  The  northern  press 
has  denounced  ihe  proposition  as  an  attempted  fraud  upon  the  South  or  upon 
the  Republican  party.  1  do  not  choose  to  be  a  party  to  a  fraud  upon  either. 
If  trie  majority  of  the  committee,  or  the  Republican  party  in  ibis  House,  are 
willing  to  adjust  the  territorial  question  upon  trie  basis  which  the  chairman 
pretends  to  oiler,  it  will  be  promptly  accepted  by  the  southern  Representatives. 
The  gentleman  from  Michigan,  (Air.  Howard,)  whom  I  regard  as  one  of  trie  most 
conservative  of  his  party,  declared  that  in  voting  for  this  proposition,  he  did 
not  understand  himself  to  have  voted  in  opposition  to  the  principles  and  policy 
of  the  Republican  party.  1  am  intoinieU  that  Mr.  Adams,  of  Massachusetts, 
made  the  same  declaration.  But  what  a  commentary  it  is  upon  the  wisdom  of 
this  Congress,  and  our  capacity  for  self-government  as  a  people,  when  we  think 
of  the  object  of  the  controversy  which  is  about  to  result  in  the  disruption  of 
this  Government!  The  acquisition  of  this  Territory  cost  the  Government  at 
farthest  a  lew  million  dollars— perhaps  less  than  one. 

[Here  the  hammer  fell.  J 

Sir.  RUST.  As  1  have  submitted  to  a  good  many  interruptions,  I  hope  my 
time  will  be  extended  to  enable  me  to  conclude  some  of  the  remarks  which  I 
still  desire  to  make.  1  want  to  reply  to  some  of  the  points  made  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Onio,  (Mr.  Shekhan,)  in  his  speech  delivered  a  few  daysago,  ai.d  to 
fasten  a  large  siiare  of  the  responsibility  for  the  difficulties  and  dangers  which 
now  beset  the  country  upon  the  present  Chief  Magistrate  of  the-  Latiou.  This 
I  will  not  have  time  to  do. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND.  It  will  be  doing  great  injustice  to  trie  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  not  to  allow  him  that  privilege. 
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A  Mbhbbbl     How  long  do  you  want?  -r 

Mr.  RUST.     A  few  minutes 

There  b  ting  no  objection,  the  time  was  accordingly  extended. 

Mr.  RUST.  When  in}*  time  expired,  I  was  commenting  upon  the  paltry 
Cause  (if  the  Republican  party  seek  only  to  exclude  slavery  from  the  Territo- 
ries, as  they  pretend)  of  this  angry  quarrel  between  the  two  sections.  The 
single  city  of  New  York  has  sustained  losses  already  in  consequence  of  it, 
greater  hy  far  than  the  cost  of  all  the  territories  which  have  been  purchased 
l>y  the  United  States  since  the  formation  of  the  Government.  If  the  disasters 
and  losses  which  have  grown  out  of  it  could  be  arrested  now,  it  would  have 
been  a  saving  to  any  one  of  a  dozen  cities  in  the  Union  to  have  le\ied  a  tax 
upon  its  people,  necessary  to  buy  the  whole  of  the  territory  in  controversy, 
(that  south  of  :u\°  'So',)  and  have  given  it  to  either  one  section  or  the  other,  as 
a  means  of  averting  them.  When  we  come  to  aggregate  the  losses  of  every 
kind  to  the  people  of  the  whole  Union,  which  have  resulted  from  the  quarrel 
over  this  miserable  Territory,  incapable,  as  Mr.  Sherman  says,  "of  supporting 
a  turkey  buzzard,"  language  is  incompetent  to  the  task  of  describing  its  folly 
and  wickedness. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  asserted  that  the  South  had  ruled  this  Government 
for  the  last  seventy  years.  If  that  be  true,  are  you  not  satisfied  with  the  re- 
sults of  southern  rule?  If  that  be  true,  is  it  not  alao  true  that  during  that 
time  the  country  has  advanced  more  rapidly  to  greatness  and  power  and  influ- 
ence among  the  nations,  and  the  people  have  enjoyed  a  prosperity  unequaled 
in  the  history  of  the  world — a  prosperity  which,  on  the  day  when  your  Presi- 
dent was  elected,  was  as  universal  as  it  was  unparalleled  ?  We  have  made  more 
progress,  in  all  that  constitutes  the  grea*nes3  and  glory  of  a  nation,  during 
these  seventv^yeara,  than  any  other  people  in  the  history  of  the  world.  We 
enjoy  more  material,  social,  religious,  and  political  blessings,  than  any  people 
on  the  face  of  the  earth.  Under  southern  rule,  if  your  charge  be  true,  we 
have  enjoyed  seventy  years  of  happiness,  of. contentment,  of  domestic  peace, 
and  unexampled  prosperity  and  progress ;  it  has  all  vanished  and  disappeared 
before  the  approach  of  your  party  to  power.  All  has  been  blighted  and  with- 
ered by  the  baleful  influence  o-f  Black  Republican  rule,  even  before,}  ou  have 
taken  the  reigns  of  Government  into  your  hands.  The  South,  though,  has  not 
ruled  the  country  for  seventy  years.  During  those  seventy  years,  the  North 
has  furnished  seven  of  the  Presidents  of  the  United  States,  elected  in  every  in- 
stance bv  southern  votes.  And  to-day  there  is  hardly  a  northern  State  that 
could  not,  supply  a  man  acceptable  to  the  South  for  the  first  office  in  the  yi ft  of  the 
people.  It  is  not  against  the  northern  people  that  the  South  rebels;  but  against 
a  party  which  has  gotten  into  power  upon  principles  which  threaten  not  only 
her  safety  and  equality,  but  her  very  existence  as  a  free  and  self-governing  people. 

A  Senator  from  Ohio,  (Mr.  Wade.)  in  discussing  the  question  of  secession  and 
disunion,  said : 

"Let  the  South  g<  >.  We  will  then  get  Mexico,  irreconcilably  hostile  to  the  South  —and  with 
which  she  will  enter  into  DO  trim  lly  relations — worth  sevenfold  more  to  the  commerce  of  tho 
North  than  all  that  she  would  lose  "by  the  secession  of  the  southern  Stales." 

If  it  is  your  interest  that  a  separation  thould  take  place,  why  threaten  to 
maintain  the  Union  by  force,  by  employing  the  Army,  as  we  were  notified  by 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  (Mr.  SHERMAN,)  chairman  o(  the  Commit  tee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  would  be  done?  If,  as  the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Wade) professes 
to  believe,  you  gain  seven-fold  more  than  you  loose  by  secession,  why  throw  any 
impediments  in  the  way  of  its  consummation  )  Why  threaten  to  punish  secession 
by  subjugation?  Is  it  in  the  mere  wantonness  of  your  vindictive  hatred  of 
the  South  that  you  delate  you  will  "coerce"  the  southern  States  into  the  Union, 
when  yotu  interests,  by  your  own  admission,  command  you  to  encourage  and 
favor  the  separation  which  those  States  are  determined  upon? 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  free  navigation  of  the  Mississippi  river  by  gen- 
tlemen from  the  Northwest,  of  both  political  parties.  They  have  claimed,  with 
much  emphasis,  the  right  of  transit  for  their  commerce  through  the  Mississippi 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico — a  light  which  no  one  has  denied,  or  would  deny  thern; 
the  free  exercise  of  which  is  just  as  essential  to  the  interests  of  the  people  upon 
the  lower  as  upon  the  upper  Mississippi,  and  its  tributaries.  There  is  no  antagon- 
ism of  interests  between  the  people  inhabiting  different  portions  of  the  great 
Mississippi  valley.  The  prosperity  and  Buccess of  one  section  are  essential  to 
and  dependent,  in  a  great  degree,  upon  those  of  the  other.     The  failure  of  a 
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cotton  crop,  a  destructive  overflow,  or  any  great  disaster  to  the  southern  Statesi  in 
this  region,  would  be  felt  almost  as  sen-ibl}'  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  the 
other  northwestern  States, as  among  the  people  who  were  tlu?  immediate  sufferers. 
There-are  so  many  causes  for  friendly  and  intimate  relations  and  intercourse 
among  these  people;  they  possess  sucli  capabilities  for  conferring  mutual  and 
reciprocal  benefits  upon  one  another,  that  1  cannot  believe  that  there  is  to  be 
even  a  suspension  of  their  social  and  commercial  intercourse,  if,  unfortunately, 
there  should  be  of  their  political  relations.  But  while  their  facilities  for  re- 
ciprocating benefits  are  so  great,  their  capacities  for  inflicting  injuries,  should 
they  be  infatuated  enough  to  allow  political  demagogues,  who  may  be  willing 
to  sacrifice  ever\  thing  to  their  passions,  interests,  or  ambition,  to  involve  them 
in  a  bloody  strife,  will  be  quite  equal  to  them.  The  world  has  never  witness- 
ed a  struggle  between  two  such  peoples.  It  would  possess  this  remarkable 
feature:  a  triumph  achieved  upon  either  side  would  be  as  disastrous  to  the  vic- 
tors as  to  the  vanquished.  Injuries  inflicted  by  either  side  would  be  shared  by 
both.  If  the  people  of  the  Northwest  could,  in  a  spirit  of  vandalism,  overrun 
and  lay  waste  and  desolate  the  South,  they  would  return  to  their  homes  a 
ruined  people.  They  would  then  have  little  occasion  for  that  free  navigation 
of  the  Mississippi,  about  which  they  are  willing  now  to  go  to  war.  Southern 
consumption  of  northern  products  would  cease,  and  the  vast  products  of  the 
fruitful  soil  of  the  great  Northwest,  for  which  we  are  now  paying  so  liberally, 
would  molder  and  rot  in  their  granaries  and  warehouses. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  Union  of  our  fathers  and  the  Constitution  of 
our  fathers.  'A}",  sir,  give  us  the  Union  of  our  fathers.  Whence  did  it  origi- 
nate? In  mutual  interests  and  kindly  and  fraternal  sentiments  among  all  the 
people  who  formed  it.  These  were  the  bonds  which  united  us  together  as  one 
people.  When  the  Declaration  of  Independence  was  made,  slavery  existed  in 
every  c  ne  of  the  thirteen  colonies.  When  the  present  Constitution  was  adopted, 
it  existed  in  every  one  of  the  old  thirteen  States  but  Massachusetts.  Now  it  is 
local.  Now  every  State  and  citizen  who  maintains  it  is  under  the  ban  of  the 
party  which  has  possession  of  all  the  powers  of  this  Government.  And  yet 
that  party  prates  of  the  "Union  of  the  fathers."  A  Union  of  jarring  interests 
and  mutual  distrust,  jedousy,  and  hatred,  can  never  be  maintained.  These 
you  have  substituted  for  the  feelings  of  mutual  respect  and  good  will  in  which 
the  Union  originated,  and  you  have  dissolved  it.  We  want  no  change  of  the 
Constitution  if  you  will  place  us  amid  the  same  circumstances  which  at  tended 
its  adoption.  Force  us  not  to  remain  in  a  political  family  perpetually  discord- 
ant The  Union  of  our  fathers  was  a  voluntary  association  of  friendly  people 
and.  Siat-s.  Restore  the  influences  that  attracted  them  to  each  other,  and  we 
desire  no  amendments  to  the  Constitution.  Do  you  suppose,  sir,  if  the  southern 
fathers  could  have  foreseen  what  is  transpiring  here  to-day,  they  would  have 
become  parties  to  this  Union?  No,  sir.  And  do  you  suppose  their  sons  are  so 
recreant  and  degenerate  as  to  be  forced  to  remain  in  a  Union  which  they  loathe 
and  despise  because  of  its  injustice  and  oppression?  Never,  sir.  The  feelings 
that  gave  birth  to  the  American  Union,  and  which  alone  could  maintain  aud 
preserve  it,  no  longer  prevail  among  the  people.  As  they  gradually  faded 
away  and  g>tve  place  to  others  of  a  very  different  character,  the  bonus  which 
united  us  ha-e  gradually  relaxed,  until  the  States  have  fallen  asundi  r  and  the 
Union  is  no  more.  The  man  who  would  attempt  by  force,  by  the  sword,  to 
restore  or  reconstruct  it,  so  far  from  being  entitled  to  the  name  of  statesman 
and  Christian,  would  be  a  madman  and  a  fiend. 

I  wish  to  say  a  word,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
(Mr.  Gurlkv,)  a  gentleman  who  has  assumed  the  missiou  to  preach  "  peace  on 
earth  and  good  will  to  man;"  who  professes  to  conform  all  his  actions  to  the 
peaceful  a'id  charitable  precepts  inculcated  by  the  Holy  Word,  and  who  made 
a  speech  a  few  days  ago  quite  in  character  with  his  professions.  He  had  heard 
that  the  Si  ale  of  Mississippi  had  erected  batteries  upon  the  hank  of  that  river 
to  molest,  the  commerce  of  his  own  and  other  northern  States.  He  was  trreatly 
and  properly  indignant  He  threatened  terrible  vengeance,  direful  retribution. 
In  the  fullness  of  Ids  wrath,  he  declared  if  this  thing  were  persisted  in,  (which 
has  no;  been  lone  at  all,)  no  "  power  under  Heaven  could  restrain  the  people 
cf  his  State  from  making  New  Orleans  a  lake  in  which  fishes  should  dwell, 
rather  than  continue  to  be  the  abode  of  men."  Yes,  sir,  New  Orleans,  the  great 
Commercial  emporium  of  the  Southwest,  with  its  population,  wealth,  and  com- 
merce, was  to  be  made  the  abode  of  fishes,  frogs,  alligators,  and  other  reptiles. 
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Let  me  remind  the  gentleman  of  an  incident  in  the  history  of  New  Orleans  for 
his  warning,  which  be  seems  bo  have  forgotten.  Forty-dx  years  ftgQ  the  British 
Government,  prompted,  po  doubt,  by  the  same  Christian  feelings  which  seem 
to  animi  gentleman  from  Ohio,  fitted  out  an  expedition  to  capture  New 

Orleans,  and  wrest  it  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  New  Orleans 
Was  :n|>ared  to  what  it  now  is,  a  mere  village.     The  States  of  Louisiana, 

Mississippi,  and  Arkansas,  then  and  now  most  accessible  to  it,  were  little  more 
than  unexplored  and  uninhabited  wildernesses.  They  now  teem  with  a  brave 
anil  warlike  people.  The  city  was  defended  by  a  few  undisciplined  militia  from 
tli«'  soul  hem  Stat  es,  commanded  by  a  soul  hern  general.  The  expedition  against 
it.  was  composed  of  tl  •  victorious  veterans  of  the  British  army,  before  whom 
the  h  ;ions  of  Napoleon  were  invariably  compelled  to  retreat  throughout  the 
"Peninsular  war."  It  was  commanded  by  one  of  Wellingl  >n's  favorite  generals. 
Its  overthrow  and  discomfiture  by  the  half-armed  and  undisciplined  militia  from 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  .Mississippi,  was  more  sanguinary  and  disastrous  than 

any  recorded  in  the  military  annals  of  the  world. 

Mr.  HINDMAN,  Let  me  make  a  remark  connected  with  the  issue  of  fact 
v  hioh  has  arisen  between  my  colleague  and  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. 

My  colleague  stated,  upon  newspaper  authority,  that,  in  1814,  the  Massachu- 
setts Legislature  resolved  that  the  annexation  of  Texas  would  be,  ipso  facto, 
a  dissolution  of  the  Union.  The  two  gentlemen  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Goochb 
and  Mr.  Adams)  denied  that  such  resolutions  were  passed;  and  the  senior  gentle- 
man from  that  State  (Mr.  Adams)  read  certain  other  resolutions,  as  the  ones 
actually  passed  at  the  time  referred  to. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  of  Massachusetts.     The  gentleman  will  allow  me  to  explain? 

Mr.  I  UN  DM  AN.     Certainly. 

Sir.  ADAMS,  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman's  colleague  asked  me,  and 
the  only  question  he  asked  me  in  that  connection  was,  as  to  the  resolutions  I 
referred  to  in  the  conversation  which  took  place  in  the  committee.  Those  are 
the  resolutions  which  1  referred  to  as  having  been  drawn  up  by  myself.  1  do 
not  know  as  to  any  other. 

Mr.  HINDMAN.  Were  those  resolutions  drawn  up  by  yourself  the  ones 
which  you  have  re  kd  ? 

Ml*.  ADAMS,  of  Massachusetts.     Those  I  read  were  the  ones. 

Mr.  HINDMAN.  1  propose  to  show  that  these  identical  resolutions  are  the 
same  in  substance  with  those  to  which  my  colleague  referred,  and  the  purport 
of  which  he  stated,  upon  newspaper  authority,  as  amounting  to  a  declaration 
of  disunion  if  Texas  was  annexed. 

Mr.  FERRY.     1  really  cannot  yield  further  to  this  discussion. 

Mr.  HINDMAN.     Being  already  on  the  floor,  am  1  not  entitled  to  hold  it? 
******* 

Mr.  HINDMAN.  The  floor  being  conceded  to  me,  I  shall  be  as  brief  as  pos- 
sible. 

The  issue  is — Did  the  Massachusetts  Legislature,  in  1S44,  resolve  that  the  an- 
nexation of  Texas  would  be,  ipso  facto  a  dissolution  of  the  Union  (  It  is  clear, 
I  think,  that  such  is  the  fact,  not  going  beyond  the  resolutions  jn- 1  read  by  the 
senior  member  of  the  Massachusetts  delegation,  and  of  -which  he  is  the  author. 
Those  resolutions  were  passed.  The  fir.^t  of  them  declares,  that  the  "power 
to  unite  an  independent  foreign  State  with  the  United  States  is  not  among  the 
powers  delegated  to  the  General  Government  by  the  Constitution."  The  second 
resolution  declares,  that  "  Massachusetts  is  determined  to  submit  to  no  undele- 
gated powers  in  any  body  of  men  on  earth." 

Texas  was  an  "independent  foreign  State.''  By  the  act  of  annexation  she 
■was  "united  with  the  United  States."  The  Massachusetts  resolutions  declared 
that  the  power  to  do  this  was  not  delegated  by  the  Constitution  to  the  General 
Government,  and  that  Massachusetts  would  not  submit  to  the  exercise  of  "un- 
delegated powers."  That  means  nothing  less  than  that  she  would  dissolve  the 
Union,  as  to  herself,  if  Texas  were  annexed;  and  this  is  precisely  what  my 
colleague  charged,  upon  newspaper  authority. 

It  is  suggested  to  me,  and  1  have  the  impression  that  it  will  turn  out  to  be  the 
fact,  that  other  disunion  resolutions  were  adopted  by  the  Maseaehu*  tts  Legisla- 
ture upon  the  same  subject.    But  1  will  not  now  inquire  further  into  the  matter. 

1  thank  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Ferry,)  and  the  House,  for  the 
courtesy  extended  to  me. 

Note. — Not  space  for  the  Massachusetts  resolutions. 


